
OF: TECOM Incorporated 

OIQEST: 

While information as to how bidders propose 
to comply with quality control requirements 
for services may be required under an IFB to 
determine a bidder's responsibility, it 
could not be required for purpose of making , a responsiveness determination, regardless 
of solicitation language to that effect. 
Agency thus correctly determined that 
bidder's failure to submit a quality control 
program with its bid did not make the bid 
nonresponsive. 

TECOM Incorporated (TECOM) protests the award of 
a contract under invitation for bids (IFB) No. F02600- 
83-BO009 by the Department of the A i r  Force to Lear- 
Siegler, Inc. (Lear-Siegler), for  in-flight system 
console operations. 

We summarily deny the protest. 

TECOM contends that the Air Force should have 
determined Lear-Siegler's bid to be nonresponsive 
because Lear-Siegler failed to submit a quality 
control program with its bid as required by the IFB. 

We have held that while information as to how 
bidders propose to comply with quality control 
requirements for services may be required under an IFB 
to determine a bidder's responsibility, such informa- 
tion may not be required for  the purpose of making a 
responsiveness determination. Lapteff Associates, 
Martel Laboratories, Inc., Kappe Associates, Inc., 

CPD 135, affirmed on reconsideration, 60 Comp. Gen. 28 
(1980), 80-2 CPD 272. Thirr is so regardless of 
solicitation language requiring inclusion of the 

B-196914, B-196914.2, B-197914, August 20, 1980, 80-2 
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information for the bid to be responsive, because a con- 
tracting agency cannot make a matter of responsibility into 
one of responsiveness by the terms of the solicitation. 
National Energy Resources, Inc., B-206275, February 1, 1983, 
83-1 CPD 108. In fact, information bearing on bidder 
responsibility may be furnished after bid opening up to the 
time of contract award. Dunham Transfer and Storage, 
B-210591, March 8, 1983, 83-1 CPD 236. 
that the Air Force correctly determined that Lear-Siegler's 
bid was not nonresponsive because Lear-Siegler failed to 
submit a quality control program with its bid. 

Thus, we conclude 

The protest is summarily denied. 
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